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Preface 

The  title  problem  emerged  from  early  discussions  with  Dr,  Alvin  H.  Howell 
of  Tufts  University.  The  desire  to  pursue  a  solution  was  stimulated  periodically 
by  his  expressed,  continuing  concern.  Justification  for  continued  pursuit  of  a 
solution  is  found  in  the  problem's  relevancy  to  current  operational  needs:  new 
requirements  for  a  system  of  this  type  have  surfaced  as  late  as  September  of  this 
year. 

The  flights  conducted  under  this  work  unit  were  successful  in  great  part  due 
to  the  personnel  of  the  Balloon  Instrumentation  Branch  and  Detachment  1  at 
Holloman  AFB,  especially  Mr.  Arthur  A.  Giannetti  who  managed  the  instrumen¬ 
tation  phase  of  the  program  fi-om  design  through  launch  pi-eparation,  inflight  con¬ 
trol,  and  post-flight  performance  assessment. 

I  am  truly  grateful  to  Mr.  Ralph  J.  Cowie  and  Mr.  Ge'orge  F.  Nolan  of  AFGl. 
for  their  review  of  my  draft  text,  a  burdensome  task  at  best. 

I-'inally  the  poet  Kahlil  Gibran,  in  speaking  of  work,  said; 

"I'or  if  you  bake  bread  with  indifferr'iicc,  you  bake 
a  bitter  br  ead  that  feeds  but  half  man's  hunger." 

To  the  extent  that  I  was  able  to  transcend  such  indifference  in  the  task  of  redrafting 
the  text  to  provide  a  clear  and  accurate  account  of  the  effoi't,  the  credit  must  go  to 
Mrs.  C  atherine  I,.  Hi<’e  for  the  scientific  professionalism,  the  candor  and  the 
encouragement  she  brought  to  the  editorial  process. 


] 


Contents 

1.  INTRODUCTION  7 

2.  BACKGROUND  7 

3.  ORIGIN  OF  THE  PROBLEM  10 

4.  THE  SIMPLE  APPROACH  H 

5.  THE  SOPHISTICATED  APPROACH  10 

6.  CO’fCLUSIONS  24 

7.  THE  NEXT  STEPS  23 

8.  SUPPLEMENTARY  RESULTS  28 

REFERENCES  29 

APPENDIX  A:  Notes  on  Flight  C72-21  31 

APPENDIX  B:  The  Simplified  Parachute-Shape  Model 


33 


1 


Illustrations 


1.  Conventional  Modern  Plastic  Balloon  Components  Consist  of: 

1)  inflation  or  fill  tube,  2)  apex  fitting,  3)  strobe  light, 

4)  electric  valve,  5)  destruct  button  at  apex  of  rip  panel 
"V"  tapes  (two  of  these  are  usual  and  they  are  activated  by  a 
line  which  passes  from  the  payload-parachute  up  through 
the  balloon  and  is  secured  to  them),  fi)  gore  panel  (usually 
about  100  inches  wide),  7)  load  tapes,  8)  pressure  relief 
duct,  and  9)  base  end  fitting  with  load  ring  for  payload 
suspension 


2.  Apex  Valve  Efficiency  10 

3.  Schematic  of  Balloon  Features  ({elated  to  the  Exhaust  Duct 

Function  1^ 

4.  Pictorial  Representation  of  the  Flexibility  Provided  by 

Construction  of  the  Exhaust  Duct  as  a  Conventional  Ascent 

Valving  Duct  14 

5.  Volume  Expressed  as  a  Fraction  of  Maximum  Balloon  Volume 

in  Relation  to  the  Nondimensionalized  Gore  Length  Distance, 

Sq,  from  the  Nadir  to  the  Exhaust  Duct  Outlet  or  Zero 

Pressure  Differential  Level  19 

n.  Simplified  Parachute  Shape  Model  17 

A  1.  Historical  Trends  32 

Bl,  Essential  Features  of  the  Simplified  Parachute  Shape  Model  34 

B2.  Plot  of  Data  Points  Used  in  the  Functions  that  Model  T  in 

Terms  of  V2/V^^^  3G 


Tables 


1.  Balloon  Performance  With  a  Drag  Coefficient  of  0.  5  19 

2.  Balloon  Performance  With  a  Drag  Coefficient  of  1.0  20 

3.  Characteristics  of  Flight  Test  Balloon,  AFGL  Model 

No.  [,TV-02f),  Fiquipped  With  Stub  Exhaust  Ducts  21 

4.  Time-Altitude  System  Response  of  Flight  H79-32  21 

5.  Time-Altitude  System  Response-  of  l-'light  1179-34  22 

Bl.  Functions  Comprising  Model  to  Solve  for  z  as  a 

Function  of  Vq/V  37 

2'  max 

B2.  Power  Series  (  oefficients  for  Equations  D<’fining  Certain 
Relationships  Bi-tween  Elements  of  the-  Simplified 

[Parachute  Shape  Model  38 


1 


i 


w: 

ti 

V 


1 


I 


The  Problem:  Instantaneously  Effecting  Controlled 
Balloon-System  Descent  From  High  Altitude 


I.  INTROmCTION 

The  capability''  of  the  present-day,  helium-filled,  plastic  balloon  far  exceeds 
that  demonstrated  by  the  first  balloon  launched  publicly  by  the  Montgolfier  brothers 
at  Annonay,  France,  in  1783.  Full  realisation  of  today's  potential  capability, 
however,  depends  on  further  technological  advances  that  will  be  equally  as  com¬ 
plex  and  important  as  those  that  established  the  present  state-of-the-art.  Two 
ai-ea.s  \vh^rein  significant  advancements  are  required  are  ascent  control  and  de¬ 
scent  control.  One  special  example  of  the  latter  is  the  subject  of  this  paper:  the 
flevelopm ent  of  a  method  for  achieving  a  quick  response,  controlled  descent  fj-om 
high  altitudes. 


2.  lUt.KFKOl  M) 

.S(  ientific  halhx'ning  utilizing  lai  ge  plastic  balloons  (see  Figure  1)  had  its 
begmning.s  in  the  ir!40s.  In  those  days,  changes  in  ascent  and  descent  rates  were 
efferti’d  by  either  timer  or  pressure-activated  ballast  drops;  those  methods  were 


(Keceived  for-  publication  11  September  Ihao) 

1.  Du'v'  r,  J.  !•'.  (1074)  ]-'ree  balloon  capabilities:  a  critical  perspective,  in 
proceedings  (Supplement),  Ihght  Al-'C'lil.  Scientific  llallooii  Svmj-iosium. 
.30  September  to  3  October  1074.  A F( ' i{ I ,-TK -74 -0.400,  ADA00H  480, 

|ifi  12'l-l.">ii. 
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Figure  1.  Conventional  Modern  Plastic  Balloon  Components 
Consist  of:  1)  inflation  or  fill  tube,  2)  apex  fitting, 

3)  strobe  light,  4)  electric  valve,  5)  destruct  button  at 
apex  of  rip  panel  ''V''  tapes  (two  of  these  are  usual  and  they 
are  activated  by  a  line  which  passes  from  the  payload-para¬ 
chute  up  through  the  balloon  and  is  secured  to  them), 

6)  gore  panel  (usually  about  100  inches  wide),  7)  load 
tapes,  8)  pressure  relief  duct,  and  9)  base  end  fitting  with 
load  ring  for  payload  suspension 


adequate  then  because  mission  objectives  did  not  require  complex  flight  profiles, 
dependent  on  sophisticated  vertical  control  techniques.  With  respect  to  terminal 
descent,  neither  the  altitudes  attainable  nor  the  payload  capacities  presented  a 
formidable  problem  for  the  conventional  recovery  parachute. 

Vertical  control  dating  to  the  verv  early  aerostats  was  routinely  continued  in 

2  ” 

the  manned  scientific  balloon  flights  of  the  19a0s.  Control  was  acc  omplished  bv 
the  use  of  ballast  and  a  valve  located  in  the  apex  of  the  balloon.  However,  where 
the  early  aeronaut.s  relied  on  a  rope  to  open  and  close  the  valve,  modern  valves 
are  operated  electrically. 


2.  tjchwoebel,  H.L.  (19.at>)  Strato-lab  Development,  Genei'al  Mills,  liu'.  ,  Heptu  t 
\().  11)48,  Final  Report,  Contract  No.  i.aBlMOil). 


For  the  most  part,  on  early  unmanned  flights  into  the  stratosphere,  the  pay- 
loads  were  equipped  with  a  recovery  parachute  flown  in  a  packed  configuration. 
Transfer  of  the  payload  fiom  the  balloon  to  the  recovery  parachute  was  effected  by 
a  small  drogue  parachute  which  extracted  the  packed  parachute  when  line  cutters 
severed  the  line  between  the  balloon  and  the  payload.  The  use  of  the  packed  para- 
c-hute  was  discontinued  in  the  mid  1950's,  partially  as  a  i-esult  of  the  introduction 
of  multiple-package  payloads  and  partially  to  ensure  parachute  opening  and  paj'load 
recovei  y  in  the  event  of  balloon  burst.  Packed  parachute  recovery  systems  were 
replaced  with  parachutes  flown  fully  extended  and  loaded,  in-line  between  the 
balloon  and  the  payload.  Parachutes  flown  in  this  configuration  respond  to  the 
sudden  and  rapid  system  descent,  at  balloon  burst,  by  partially  blossoming.  This 
blossoming  action  provides  the  means  of  activating  a  circuit  t(.)  open  the  load  link 
between  the  balloon  base  and  parachute  apex. 

Interactive  control,  always  desirable,  became  practical  with  the  development 
of  reliable  a-irborne  telemetry  and  command  systems,  but  problems  still  remained. 
With  the  passage  of  time  required  for  these  developments,  both  altitude  and  pay- 
load  requirements  had  grown.  Increased  altitudes,  of  course,  reduce  the  efficiency 
of  the  apex  v'alve,  whereas  increased  payload  and  altitude  combine  to  place  added 
demands  on  the  recovery  parachutt;  system. 

The  adverse  impact  on  apex  valve  effectiveness  follows  from  the  dependenre 
of  flow  rate  on  valving  pressure  differential  and  from  the  variation  in  the  valve 
discharge  coefficient  with  reduced  pressure  differential.  The  flow  rate  has  been 
shown  to  be  proportional  to  the  2/3  power  of  the  specific  lift  of  the  inflatont, 
which  diminishes  almost  exponentially  with  altitude;  the  valve  discharge  coefficient 
is  shown  graphically  in  Figure  2. 

Increased  re’quirements  produced  two  recovery  parachute  [troblems:  opening 
slu'Ck  and  parachute  stability.  With  the  reduced  density  at  very  high  altitudes,  a 
greater  descent  velocity  is  required  to  noliieve  the  dynamic  pressure  to  inflate 
the  parachute,  and  this  higher  descent  velocity  generates  a  greater  ofiening  shock. 
The  instability  of  the  free-falling  system  at  very  high  altitudes  prior  to  full  para¬ 
chute  deployment  may  result  m  tumbling  and  free  fall  with  resultant  payload  loss. 

In  this  regard,  upward  looking  cameras^  on  balloon  flight  number  C  72-21  fi'oni 
C  hico,  California,  on  2li  (ictober  1972  clearlv  reveah'd  that  tile  falling  payl  iad 

In  the  literature,  the  mei-hanism  th.at  performs  this  function  is  generally  found 
under  the  title  "hur  st  .switch.  " 

3.  tlwycf,  J.  F.  (1973)  Balloon  .f^pcx  Pressure  Ui  fferenlial,  A  It  K I . -I'll -73 -093  2, 
AD  774  ii'P. 

'  rhese  c  ameras  also  r'cvealc'd  that  the  standard  reefing  .sleeve,  rji^.signc'd  to  ec'ntrol 
the  deployment  I'f  balloon  film,  hung  up.  This  fostered  the  developminit  of  a  dis- 
cfintinuous  reefing  sleev  now  usi'ci  on  a  majority  of  large'  Air  loree  I'alUnins. 


DIFFERENTIAL  PRESSURE  AT  VALVE  (PSF) 


Figure  2.  Apex  Valve  Efficiency.  The  impor¬ 
tance  of  these  data,  obtained  from  unpublished 
flow  rate  tests,  lies  in  their  trend  toward  re¬ 
duced  efficiency  at  the  lower  differential  pres¬ 
sures.  The  significance  of  this  becomes  clear 
when  one  considers  that  a  4000  pound  system  at 
120,  000  feet  would  have  a  differential  pressure 
of  only  0.  074  pounds  per  square  foot 


system  was  inverted  during  part  of  the  recovery  parachute  deployment  sequence. 
This  happened  when  a  370-lb  payload  was  released  on  a  flat  circular  parachute, 

40  ft  in  diameter,  frotn  a  balloon,  47.8  million  cu  ft  in  volume  floating  ;it  a  record 
altitude  of  about  170,  000  ft  (see  also  Appendix  A). 

3.  ORILIN  OH  THK  HROHLKM 

An  earlv  system  i-equi  rement  erti  phasi /ed  the  need  for  developing  solutions  to 
rlesi  ent -cent  rol  jiroblems.  Speei fii-allv,  a  sensitive  teleseep<  system  flotiting  in 
the  vii  itiitr  ef  100,  DOO  ft  at  sunrise  had  to  be  levered  oiuiekly,  but  gently,  to  about 
;,0,  000  rhis  alt  itude  <  liange  was  essential  for  two  reasons:  (T)  eiitimiin;  lar.d- 

mg  area  seb'  liev  n-Muired  Ihi’  .ibility  te  rapidly  etiange  float  allilucie  te  take 


advantage  of  more  favorable  wind  fields,  and  (2)  the  reduced  parachute  opening 
shock  achievable  at  the  lower  altitude  would  minimize  the  time  and  effort  needed 
to  refurbish  and  refly  the  system. 

Methods  of  effecting  controlled  descent  were  resolved  into  two  exclusive  cate¬ 
gories:  those  in  which  the  initiating  sub-system  could  be  returned  to  its  original 
state,  and  those  in  which  it  could  not.  For  example,  an  electric  motor-driven 
apex  valve,  as  is  the  conventional  model  EV-13,  is  typically  in  the  former  cate¬ 
gory.  On  the  other  hand,  a  squib  activated  frangible  plate  of  comparable  size 
installed  in  the  apex  fitting  would  produce  the  same  initial  effect  w'hen  activated 
under  identical  conditions,  but  it  could  not  be  returned  to  its  initial  state.  The 
reaction  in  the  latter  case  would  likewise  not  be  reversible  (a  requirement  for 
other  than  simple  up-down  flight  profiles). 

4.  THE  SIMPLE  APPROACH 

For  three  reasons  the  following  described  approach  was  selected  for  the  first 
attempt  at  effective,  quick  response,  controlled  descent.  First,  it  potentially 
solved  the  immediate  problems  of  quickly  reducing  the  parachute  deplojTnent  alti¬ 
tude  and  of  rapidly  attaining  a  lower  floating  altitude  compatible  with  safe  impact 
and  recovery.  Second,  the  method  could  accommodate  the  simple  up-down  flight 
profiles  which  are  the  most  common  profiles  due  to  flight  time  liniits  imposed  by 
acceptable  horizontal  displacement.  Finally,  the  selected  approach  was  economi¬ 
cally  Sf)und  (based  on  (iroven  balloon  design  and  manufacturing  practices)  and  it 
would  not  jeopardize  the  primary  mission  of  the  balloon  flights  by  which  it  was  to 
be  evaluated. 

Given  a  suitably  located  and  reasonably  sized  hole,  the  venting  of  a  determin¬ 
able  volume  of  inflattint  was  never  oonsidtmed  to  be  a  problem.  On  the  contrary, 
even  small  holes  located  relatively  low  in  the  balloon  wi're  eonsidered  signifieantlc 
detrimental  to  relatively  short  duration  flights.  Establishment  of  criteria  for  the 
li)Ccition  tmd  size  cif  a  suitably  configur’d  exhaust  duct  was  thus  considered  to  be  th 
princi[)al  component  of  the  .selected  simple  approaeh. 

The  lower  portion  <’f  a  eonv'cnt ion.al  free  balloon  floating  at  its  natur.al  coiling 
altitude  has,  for  practical  purpose.s,  a  conieal  sha|)e.  It  was  reasoned  that  a  evlin 
drical  duct  located  in  the  wall  of  this  conical  section  would,  when  opened  tti  the 
atmosphere,  quickly  cxhau.st  a  volume  of  inflatani  not  greater  than  that  of  tlic  coni¬ 
cal  volume  below  it.  The  flow  i-,nle  was  expected  to  Vie  comparable  to  that  of  a 
valve  of  equivalent  size  and  loi  aljon,  and  the  time  required  to  exhaust  the  cone 

The  flight  of  one  Vialloon  designed  to  utilize  the  selected  approach,  discu.ssed  in 
the  I'ondu.sion.s,  t'rovides  .some  interesting  information  to  the  contrary. 


u  i-ci  t-c  !  :iia:g!i  fn  pfcfli:<.!('  ap;:- t’-'i..!  ii-  biillorjn  sy.stcni  '  i-'.. 

'.\as  iiuwcv*  f,  that  any  fluiv  '.vould  caiiSf  rcciui'.  imi  the  pii.s.su: 

illiiii  the  ronii-al  vnlunu-  and  would  thus,  limit  flow  rate,  a  furlhor  safeguard 
against  vah'ing  too  much  inflatant. 

■Assuming  the  gis  .met  cical  configuration  of  Kigure  3  and  non-'.'iscous,  mcon,- 
|ifc,ssil'.ii‘  gas  flow,  V  (the  volume  of  inflatant  lu'.ve  the  plane  of  the  zer.  pressu'-c 
Ic'  cl)  and  u  (ttie  duct  discharge  velocitj-  in  feet  per  second)  can  bt  a  l  itten  as 

V  Jr  tan"  f/(X"X  -  X  X^  +  X^/3)  (1) 

o  o 


So  that  the  cori-esponding  volumetric  change  and  flow  rate  become: 


2  2 

dV  :r  tan  (i(X  -  X  )  dX 
o 


dV  =  -CpAp  dt  , 


where: 


C'p  is  the  dimensionless  duct  discharge  coefficient. 


Aj^  is  the  duct  cross-sectional  area  in  square  feet. 
These  two  relationships  yield  T  (the  time  in  seconds)  as: 


>dt  ^  "  /’  [(x-x/zVIT] 

(  A ,  \/  2g 
D  11  >  ^ 


Ifi  TT  tan  n 
'  11^  I) 


Whei'ctiio  ( onical  1 V  apprnxi c;.'il I  d  volume  is  dolorminorl  li\  ; 


tan"  '<  X’’  3 


1 

—I 


HORSE  tail 
EXHAUST  DUCT 


Figufo  3.  Schoinatic  or  Balloon  Features  Related  to  the  Exhaust 
Duct  Function 


T  and  (the  lower  extremity  of  the  exhaust  duct,  measur'cd  in  feet  upward  ahmg 
the  gore  from  the  base  fitting)  become: 


T 


0. 402  tan 
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(8) 


and 


•‘’n  ‘  [8V(.,/(7r  cos  o  sin-  0)1  ^ .  (9) 

Now,  giv<'n  the  problem  of  establishing  a  specified  negative  lift  at  a  specified 
altitude,  Fq.  (9)  could  be  used  to  establish  the  location  of  the  duct’s  lower  extrem¬ 
ity  (outlet),  and  Fq.  (8)  to  yield  the  minimum  exhaust  time  in  terms  of  the  duct 
opening  size  and  rlischarge  coefficient. 

The  fh'xibility  n<'<-(lc(J  for  in-flight  ev^aluation  of  the  [jroposed  method  was 
a<-hievf  (i  by  const  l  ucting  the  exhaust  duct  like  a  conventional  duct  (see  Figures  1 
and  4).  ()nce  a  proper  value  of  was  determined,  the  duct  could  be  tied  shut  at 
that  level  with  a  squihbed  line  and  the  lower  portion  trimmed  off.  At  the  proper 
lime,  the  squib  could  be  fir-ed  by  command  and  the  exhaust  duct  would  open.  Selec¬ 
tion  of  this  apfiroach  to  achiev'ing  the  desired  vertical  loeation  made  it  possible  to 
buv  balloons  w  ithout  one  having  (‘xact  knowh'dge  of  the  requiri'd  negative  lift. 

When  this  ap|)roach  was  first  attempted  there  was  an  alternati'  explanation  of 
the  relationship  between  thi'  exhaust  duct's  location  and  the-  volume  to  be  exhausted. 
It  suggestcri  that  the  exhau.sting  |)roeess  would  proceed  until  the  pri'ssure  across  the 
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Figure  4.  Pictorial  Representation  of  the  Flexibility  Provided  by  Construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Exhaust  Duct  as  a  Conventional  Ascent  Valving  Duct 


mouth  of  the  duct  was  equal  to  ambient  pressure,  at  which  point  the  shape  and 
volume  would  conform  to  the  family  of  classical  subpressure  shapes,  and  that  the 
relationship  of  to  final  volume  would  be  characterized  according  to  Figure  5. 

In  accordance  with  this  explanation,  for  the  first  two  trial  applications*  was 
chosen  to  be  40  ft  to  create  a  negative  lift  of  about  5.  5  percent  (189  lb).  However, 
according  to  the  former  theory,  the  resulting  negative  lift  would  have  been  about 
10  percent  of  this  value  (about  18  lb).  In  neither  of  the  flights  was  there  any  per¬ 
ceptible  descent  when  the  duct  was  opened. 

A  second  experimental  verification  of  the  exhausting  process  was  to  be  made 
using  balloons,  12.44  million  cu  ft  in  volume,  floating  in  the  vicinity  of  lOO,  000  ft. 
Two  flights,  1171-35  and  1171-30,  were  planned  as  simultanc-ous  launches,  hut 
H71-35  was  aborted  on  the  ground  b(>fore  launch.  On  flight  H71-3(i,  the  i-adai-  data 
located  the  balloon  initially  above  1(10,  000  ft,  and  in  the  vicinity  of  138,  000  ft  at 
duct  activation  and  flight  termination.  At  138,000  ft,  the  balloon  had  a  (dassienl 
subpressure  shape  and  the  volume  was  only  40  pereenl  of  the  voluir.e  at  1(10,  000  ft. 
The  value  of  for  the  exhaust  duet  on  this  balloon  type  was  189  ft.  At  termination 
the  zero  pre-ssure  differential  location  was  ahinil  15  ft  further  up  the  Ci'fc.  ■|■l:i# 


4.  Smallev,  J.U.  (Itniq)  Determination  .if  the  Sliaiie  of  A  Fr- e  Halha  ri.  .AK'KI.- 
(15-72,  Sc  l.Titifie  Report  \o.  3,  Contiaet  \o.  Al  19(ii2i!)-278:i,  Al'511  up:,. 

' 'I'he  first  use  of  sucii  a  systetvi  wnis  ..ri  flight  1179-  ', p  0:1  13  (icloia  r  U'7n,  and  th" 
second  on  flight  1171-111  oil  4  April  1971.  In  iiotl;  oasos  the  balloon  had  a  \  ol;r  > 
of  5,  1311,  000  cu  ft  and  the  float  altitudes  weic  about  105,  000  ft. 
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Fi0urc  ■>.  V'lhinii-  l^xpi'ossnr)  ns  ;i  Frnclion  of  Maximum  Ballmm  Vdluirn' 
in  liclatinn  tn  the  Xonrlinii-nsionaH/od  Gnrc  I.ongth  Oistanur,  Sp,  from 
the  Xadir-  lo  till-  lixliaust  Duct  ()utlct  cr  Zcin.  Pressure  Di ffers'ntial  Level. 
The  curve  was  rlevi'lDpml  from  ww'ipht less  eylinrU-r  balloon  data'^  and  sub¬ 
sequently  confirmed  by  actual  hallo, m  fliphts.  The  value  of  Sjn  has  bet-n 
nondinii'nsiona!i/('d  with  res()<-et  to  the  balloon  poi'c  lenpth.  ’rlie  inserts 
show  subpressiire  balloon  shapes  fo-  differinp  values  of  fractional  fullness 


(1  flail)  Progress  lligioi  l  on  High  Altitude  Plastic  nalloons, 
Volutm-  V,  1  niv.  , if  Minnesota,  t  ontrael  Xo.  X( )X H -7 10(01),  Section  111- 


L) 


B. 


being  the  case,  the  pressure  duTerential  at  the  outlet  of  the  exhaust  duct  caused 
intake  of  air  rather  than  exhausting  of  helium. 

The  inconclusive  results  of  these  early  " piggy-back"  experiments,  attributed 
to  poor  duct  location  on  the  first  two  flights  and  to  the  subpressure  shape  configura¬ 
tion  at  test  time  on  the  third  flight,  inompted  the  formal  study.  Work  Unit 
76591 102. 

5.  THE  SOPHISTICATED  APPROACH 

Among  other  things,  the  simple  approach  ignored  balloon  shape  change,  sys¬ 
tem  descent  and  its  aerodynamic  characteristics,  and  the  thermod\'namic  effects 
on  buoyancy.  Further,  it  seriously  underestimated  the  potential  consequences  of 
subpressurization. 

The  significance  of  the  subpressure  shape,  made  evident  by  the  performance 
of  flight  H71-3  6,  was  considered  to  be  an  aspect  of  the  problem  that  should  and 
could  be  addressed  in  a  new  study.  Earlier  experience  in  deflating  a  balloon  during 
a  hangar  test  seemed  most  pertinent.  At  that  time,  a  large  hole  in  the  base  of  the 
balloon  was  used  t'  significantly  increase  the  rate  of  gas  flow  through  the  apex 
valve  (much  like  the  second  hole  punched  in  a  juice  can  allows  air  to  flow  in  and 
thereby  avoids  the  tendency  toward  a  vacuum).  This  approach  was  considered 
both  adequate  and  practical  as  a  means  of  avoiding  sub-pressurization  and  its 
undesired  effects. 

An  axially  concentric  inlet  duct  at  the  nadir  (see  Figure  6),  by  enabling  aU' 
to  flow  in  below  the  lifting  gas,  would  prevent  formation  of  a  subpressure  shape. 
However,  the  attendant  shape  changes  would  require  a  new  model  to  approximate 
the  new  shapes.  The  so  called  parachute  shape,  an  obvious  choice,  was  too 
complex  and  time  consuming  to  be  computationally  practical.  A  compromise  model 
was  chosen  and  is  described  in  Appendix  B. 

The  compromise  model  is  comprised  of  a  "natural  shape"  and  an  inverted 
cone,  co-axial  with  it  and  tangentially  appended  to  it.  The  inflation  gas  is  assunied 
to  occupy  the  volume  above  the  plane  of  tangency,  and  the  ingested  air  is  assunu-d 
to  occupy  the  c  onical  volume  below  the  aforementioned  [>lane.  Since  the  arc  length 
between  apex  and  nadir  in  the  plane  containing  the  vertical  axis  is  the  constant 

Th.f  parachute  shape  is  that  shape  resulting  from  inclusion  of  air  (at  ambient  t  oii- 
ditions)  brdow  the  base  level  of  the  inflatant.  Otherwise  the  shape  is  governed  hv 
the  Smalley  c’odes.  This  shape  was  used  by  the  nutlior  to  analyze  the  f;  ilure  of 
a  C’lHSP  jirogram  balloon. 


Figure  (i.  Simplified  Parachute  Shape  Model.  The  com¬ 
ponents  are:  1)  exhaust  duct,  2)  inlet  duct,  .i)  load 
tapes,  4)  ingested  air,  and  5)  lifting  gas 


balloon  gore  length,  the  ratio  of  the  instantaneous  volume  of  inflation  gas  to  the 
fixed  theoretical  maximum  volume  uniquely  determines  the  cone  angle  at  the  nadir 
and  all  other  balloon  shape  dimensions.  This  model  is  preferable  to  one  similarly 
defined  using  a  spherical  shape,  if  only  because  of  the  improvod  accuracy  of  dimen¬ 
sions  when  the  balloon  is  nearly  full— the  condition  predominating  in  this  problem. 

Consideration  of  shape  changes  due  to  the  venting  of  inflatant  and  the  ingestion 
of  air,  made  it  desirable  and  reasonable  to  account  also  for  shape  and  v’olume 
changes  due  to  re-compressiori  of  the  confined  gases  during  descent.  This  was 
accomplished  using  three  dif.fercntial  equations  to  describe  the  system  changes 
with  respect  to  titne:  velocity  change,  altitude  change  and  volume  change.  Perti¬ 
nent  atmospheric  properties  were  modeled  in  aee(.irdance  with  a  single  equation, 

I.  2.  10-(3),  nart  of  the  model  for  the  C.S.  Standard  Atmosphei-e.  '  I’se  of  tlie 
value,  10  ■’  "C/km  (geopotential),  for  the  gradient  of  the  molecular  scale  ti-mpc-r- 
ature  wherever  that  gradient  was  identically  equal  to  zero  made  it  possible  to 
reduce  the  modtd  to  a  single  function. 

7.  (lf,'i)2)  r.S.  Standard  Atmosiihere  10ii2.  published  by 

r.  S.  Committee  on  llxtenslon  to  the  Standard  Atmosphere;  CSA  F,  NASA 
ISVVB. 
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The  shape  model  and  exhaust  system  were  analyzed  in  computer  simulated 
flights.  The  ratio  of  cone  volume  (see  Eq.  (7))  to  maximum  balloon  volume  was 
found  to  be  the  maximum  possible  fractional  heaviness  (as  opposed  to  fractional 
free  lift).  Faster  shape  changes  with  increased  descent  rates  caused  the  achieved 
fractionai  heaviness  to  decrease,  a  favorable  relationship  limiting  the  I;*'!  loss. 
Tables  1  and  2  contain  simulated  model  responses  for  assumed  drag  coefficients 
of  0.  5  and  1.  0  respectively. 

In  order  to  evaluate  the  exhausting  process  and  the  system  responses  thereto 
(including  feedback  effects)  the  balloon  described  in  Table  3  was  designed  and  two 
units  were  fabricated  for  flight  testing  in  the  Summer  of  1979.  Plans  for  the  two 
test  flights  (H79-32,  27  June  and  H79-34,  15  July)  were  essentially  identical.  The 
exhaust  ducts  on  these  balloons  were  located  to  enable  a  maximum  fractional 
heaviness  of  0.  044  using  the  upper  duct  and  0.  027  using  the  lower  duct. 

Tables  4  and  5  show  the  reactions  of  flights  H79-32  and  1179-34  in  response  to 
activation  of  the  exhaust  systems.  For  the  former  flight,  the  upper  exhaust  duct 
was  opened  and  for  the  latter,  the  lower  one. 

The  results  of  Flight  H79-32  were  dramatic,  although  disappointing.  Never, 
except  in  the  case  of  balloon  malfunction,  have  such  descent  rates  been  so  rapidly 
achievable  during  the  morning  when  the  inflatant  is  subject  to  solar  heating.  The 
approximate  average  descent  rates  in  feet  per  minute  (at  about  2-min  intervals) 
over  the  first  twelve  minutes  were:  870,  580,  475,  390,  315  and  290.  Clearly  a 
significant  volume  of  gas  was  lost  rapidly,  and  clearly  eithei'  the  flow  was  stanched 
or  the  magnitude  of  the  thermodynamic  eff<‘cts  was  underestimated.  The  answer 
was  to  be  found  in  the  analysis  of  the  motion  picture  films  of  th('  exhaust  sequence. 

Flight  1179-34  did  not  exhibit  the  type  of  response  <il)s<  rved  on  its  twin.  Its 
nondescript  reactions  were  barely  distinguishable  from  normal  short-term  altitude 
variations. 

The  performances  of  flights  1179-32  and  1179-34  were  i  larified  hy  the  up-camera 
films.  In  neither  flight  did  the  base  inb't  duct  perform  as  it  was  di'Signeri  to  do. 
Although  the  post-flight  inspection  of  th<'  balloon  icvoaled  tint  tlio  lino  (  uftoi’s  per¬ 
formed  properly,  the  ducts  did  not  o()en.  These  failures  wore  allribiitod  to  ontra|)- 
ment  of  the  respective  ducts  by  the  closidy  S(.iaced,  tuL’Iily  li  nsioiicrl  load  tape-s. 

In  both  flights  the  base'  of  the  duet  pi'otrnded  Ihriwieh  llic  w  ob  'f  lap'  s  al  launch  and 
apparently  stayed  so  throughout  the  flight. 

( )n  flight  1179-32  the  balloon  nmsi  have  lost  lift:  this  ,\as  o\  uh  ncod  not  .  iil\ 
by  the  initial  doscimt  response  but  also  by  tin-  up-'  amera  film.  \oi  surprisingh 
(in  retrospect),  the  ascent  valving  ducts  fuliv  collaps.  I,  as  did  'isv  .  nIuc.is'  d\a  ' , 
both  indicating  that  the  le\el  ,,f  yti-,,  pressure  di  ffe  n -ii' la  I  had  oVod  c.pr.od 
point  abo\a'  the  exhaust  duet  outb-t,  st  anch  ing  the  flow  of  gas.  Some  '  m  ol  i  ■  at  ions 
of  this  are  disi  ussed  in  the  conclusions  of  this  re|)o;t. 

It: 


Table  1.  Balloon  Performance  With  a  Drag  Coefficient  of  0.  .1.  These  are  the  re¬ 
sults  of  computer-simulated  system  response  of  a  modified  parachute-shape  bal¬ 
loon,  2.37  million  cu  ft  in  volume  with  an  exhaust  duct  30  sq  ft  in  area,  with  its 
outlet  approximately  70  ft  up  the  gore  from  the  balloon  nadir.  The  minus  sign 
indicates  force  or  motion  downward  toward  the  earth 


Time  (min)  Head  (ft)  Force  (pet)  Alt.  (ft)  Vel.  (fpm) 


0.  OOOOOE+00 
5.  OOOOOE-02 
1. OOOOOE-01 
1. aOOOOE-01 
2. OOOOOE-01 
2. 50000E-01 
3. OOOOOE-01 
3. 50000E-01 
4. OOOOOE-01 
4. 50000E-01 

3. OOOOOE-01 
3.  .30000E-01 

n.  oooooE-oi 

3. 30000E-01 
7. OOnOOE-01 
7.  30000E-01 
8. OOOOOE-01 
y. 3C000E-01 
0.  00000 F, -01 
9.  30000E-01 

1.  OOOOOEtOO 
1. 03000 E^OO 
1.  lOOOOE-iOO 
1. 15000E400 
1,  20000 E+00 
1. 2 3000 E+00 
1.30000E^00 
1. 33000E+00 
1. 40000 E+00 
1. 4 3000 E+00 

1. 30000E^OO 
1.  3  30001':+00 
1.  OOOOOE-'OO 
1.  (rjOOOE' 00 


4. 13125E+01 
3.02971E+01 
2. 78081E+01 
2.  (;3085E+01 
2.49162E+01 
2. 35983E+01 
2.  2  6f;G8E+0l 
2. 17296E+01 
2. 07841E+01 
1. 98301E+01 

1. 88703E+01 
1. 79110E+01 
1.  (i9(i01E+01 
1.  fl0297E+01 
1. 31339E+01 
1. 42893E+01 
1. 33139i;+0X 
1.  2ii043E+01 

1.  174!)4E+01 
1. 09094E+01 

1. 00822K+01 
9. 2 0021 E+00 
8. 4003 OE+00 
7.  (;0301E+00 
0. 87314E+00 
0.  09421  E+00 
3. 32015E+00 
4. 33233E+00 
3. 79019E+00 
3. 03.310E+00 

2.  28070i:+00 
1.  332  501vi  00 
7.  H7933E-()1 
0.  00000 I  TOO 


0. OOOOOE+00 
-1. 70097E-01 
-3.40345E-01 
-4. 9881fiE-01 
-0. 53326E-01 
-8.  04040E-01 
-9. 52174E-01 
-1.  09808E+00 
-1. 2441GE+00 
-1. 38930E+00 

-1. 53491E+00 
-1. G8180E+00 
-1. 83081E+00 
-1.  98271E+00 
-2. 13821E+00 
-2.  29792E+00 
-2.  4G2.38E+00 
-2. G3194E+00 
-2. 80020E+00 
-2. 98309E+00 

-3. 17029E+00 
-3. 3 0008 E+00 
-3.  53303E+00 
-3.  73518E+00 
-3.90040i;+00 
-4.  17087E+00 
-4.  38G391>00 
-4.  G0703EtOO 
-4.  83284  E+ 00 
-3.  00379E+00 

-3.  29994 E> 00 
-3.  34  13 2  E+00 
-3.  78799  l-M  OO 
-0.  04002E4  00 


1.  OOOOOE+05 
9. 99999E+04 
9.  999g4E+04 
9. 99981E+04 
9. 99955E+04 
9, 99913E+04 
9. 99852E+04 
9. 99768E+04 
9. 99G60E+04 
9. 99525E+04 

9. 993G1E+04 
9.99168E+04 
9. 98944E+04 
9. 98G90E+04 
9. 9840GE+04 
9. 98092E+04 
9. 97749E+04 
9.  973791:;+04 
9.  9G982E+04 
9.9G559E+04 

9.  9G113E+04 
9.  93042E+04 
9. 95149E+04 
9.  94(i3  3K+04 
9.  94100E+04 
9.  93  34  5E+04 
9,  92970E-‘  04 
9. 92377E+04 
9.  917051->04 
9. nil33E+04 

9.90487E+04 
9.  89822E'-04 
9.  8913  91-:+ 04 
9. 8843nE+04 


0. OOOOOE+00 
-4.  50718E+00 
-1. 7388GE+01 
-3.  81974E+01 
-B. G5195E+01 
-1.0183GE+02 
-1. 43506E+02 
-1.  90780E+02 
-2.42780E+02 
-2.  98521E+02 

-3. 5G970E+02 
-4. 17093E+02 
-4. 79919E+02 
-5.  38581E+02 
-5. 98358E+02 
-0.  5fiG90E+02 
-7. 13182E+02 
-7. G7594E+02 
-8. 19800E+02 
-8. G9782E+02 

-0.  17012E+02 
-9.  03419E+02 
-1. 00737E+03 
-1. 049G4E+03 
-1. 090421-:+ 03 
-1.  12991E+03 
-1.  1G82GE+03 
-1.  203G3E-.  03 
-1. 24218E+03 
-1.  27801 E+03 

-1.  31324E+03 
-1.  34790I-;+03 
-1. 38225i:-^03 
-1. 41018E+  03 


Table  2.  IlaU'  -'i;  Perforniancf'  With  a  Dt’ac’,  t'feffieient  i.f  1.0.  Thi-.se  i<i<‘  thi-  i'l 
suits  ef  eoMiputcf-siinulated  sy-steni  response  of  a  modified  jia rarhutc  -shape-  bal¬ 
loon,  2.27  million  on  ft  in  volume  with  an  exhaust  duet  30  sq  ft  in  area,  with  its 
outlet  approximately  70  ft  up  the  gore  from  the  balloi/ii  nadir.  The  minus  sign 
iiidicates  force  or  motion  downward  toward  the  earth 


Time  (min)  Head  (ft) 


Alt.  (ft)  Vel.  (fpm) 


0.  OOOOOE+00 
f).  OOOOOE-02 

1.  OOOOOK-01 

1.  50000E-01 

2.  OOOOOE-01 

2.  50000 E -01 

3.  OOOOOE-01 

3.  50000E-01 

4.  OOOOOE-01 
4. 50000E-01 

5. OOOOOE-01 
5. 50000E-01 
(i.  OOOOOE-01 

6.  50000E-01 

7.  OOOOOE-01 

7.  50000E-01 

8.  OOOOOE-01 
8. 50000E-01 
9. OOOOOE-01 
9. 50000E-01 

1. OOOOOE+00 
1. 05000E+00 
1, lOOOOE+00 
1. 15000E+00 
1. 20000E+00 
1.  25000E-t-00 
l,30000E+00 
1.35000E+00 
1.  40000E-t00 
1.45000E4-00 

1.  50000E+00 
1. ooOOOE+OO 
1.  (JOOOOE+OO 
1.  fi5000E+00 
1.  70000E-f00 
1. 75000E+00 
1.  800001;  )  00 
1.  8 5000 1-;)  00 
1. OOOOOEtOO 
1.  012;50i;i00 


4. 13125E+01 
3. 02971E+01 
2. 78081E+01 
2.  r)3087E+01 
2.  491fi8E+01 
2.  35998E+01 
2.  2(i711E+01 
2. 17397E+01 
2.  08048E-t01 
1.  98(i8GE+01 

1.  89358E+01 
1.  80131E-i-01 
1.  71099E+01 
1.  f)23fi2E+01 
1. 54028E+01 
1.40207E+01 
1.39005E+01 
1.32521E+01 
1. 24091E+01 
1.  l(i847E+01 

1. 09805E+01 
1.  02942E  I-01 

9.  G23(:i7E+00 

8.  9f)732E+00 
8.32370E-I-00 
7.  r)9153E-i-00 
7.  0()974E+00 
(i.4573f)E-f00 

5.  853  54E+00 
5.  25753E+00 

4.  Gfi8fi4E+00 
4.  08(i29E-t00 
3. 50993 E+00 
2. 93908E+00 
2. 37330E+00 
1. 81219E+00 
1.  2.5539Kt  00 
7. 02589E-01 
1.  53 4  751-: -01 
0.  000001-;)  00 


Force  (pet) 


0.  OOOOOE+00 
-1.  7(i097E-01 
-3.40345E-01 
-4.  9881(iE-01 
-fi.  53324E-01 
-8.  04027E-01 
-9.  5211!iE-01 
-1. 09849E^00 
-1.  243(i3!-;  00 
-1.  SSSOiiE  -^OO 

-1.  532291:;t00 
-1.  07(1811-;  >^00 
-1.  82201 E+OO 
-1.  9(i823Et00 
-2,  11572E+00 
-2.2(i4(i9E+00 
-2. 4 153 2 E+00 
-2.  5(i77(iE+00 
-2.  72ir,7E+00 
-2.  87704E+00 

-3.03391E+00 
-3. 19227E+00 
-3.  3 52 13 E+00 
-3. 51348E+00 
-3.  (i7(132E+00 
-3.  840(i8E+00 
-4.  00(i57E+00 
-4. 17402E+00 
-4. 34305E+00 
-4.  513(i91:;+00 

-4.  (i8597E+00 
-4.  85993  E  1^00 
-5.  03  501  E+00 
-5.  21302E!00 
-5.  30222I-;+00 
-5.  57324E+00 
-5.  75011E+00 
-5.  940801-;)  00 
-0.  12754 E‘ 00 
-0.  17448E+00 


1. OOOOOE+05 
9. 99999E+04 
9. 99994E+04 
9. 99981E+04 
9,  99955E  -04 
9. 99913E+04 

9.  998531;+ 04 
9.  99772i  :  -04 
9.  990091: ‘04 
9.  99  54  IE- 04 

9.  993891-;)  04 
9.  992  1 3  E  - 04 
9.  99014E  +  04 
9.  98793  E+  04 
9.  9855  IE '04 
9.98290E+04 
9.98010E-)04 
9.97714E+04 
9.  97403  E  ‘  04 
9,97077E)04 

9. 90737E+04 
9.  9 03 8 5 E +04 
9.  90020E  +  04 
9.  950441; +04 
9,  95257E+04 
9.94859E)-04 
9.  944  51E-)04 
9.  940331:;  +  r4 
9.  93  0051-;-)  04 
9.  93  1081-:' 04 

9.  92  721 1;+04 
9.  92205] :+ 04 
9.  9 17991-;)  04 
9. 01325E+04 
9. 9C842E' 04 
9. 90350Er04 
9. 89850E)04 
9.  8934  IE' 04 
9.  88824 E) 04 
'I.  88o;i3l-:(  04 


0.  OOOOOE-00 
-4.  50003  E+00 
-1.  73  724E+01 
-3.  80813E+01 
-0.  005351-;+01 
-1. 00485E+02 
-1 . 40335E+02 
-1 . 84377E+02 
-2. 31237E+02 
-2. 79500E+02 

-3. 27B00E+02 
-3. 75192E+02 
-4.  20027E+02 
-4,  <i3004E+02 
-5.  03820!;4  02 
-5.  41225E  +  02 
-5. 75900E+02 
-0. 08001E+02 
-0. 37982E'02 
-0.  05f'3:)E)02 

-ti.  92  1  94  E +02 
-7.  170 131-;+ 02 
-7. 400loE‘02 
-7.  0319,-,e-02 
-7.  849121-:)02 
-8.  059001: ‘02 
-8. 20209E+02 
-8.  4IT08E+02 
-8. 05488E-02 
-8.  844)i!'E)02 

-9.  03100E-02 
-9.  21420E'02 
-9.  39403E-02 
-9.  572  571-:  +02 
-9.  74825  i:-  02 
92190E-  02 
-1. 00937 E- 03 
-1  02)13  8  E  )  03 
-1 . 043  23  E+03 
-  1.  04743  E  +  03 


Tablt’  3.  Charai-toristios  of  Vlighv  Tost  Balloon,  AFGl.  Model 
N'o.  LrV-02(>,  Equipped  U  itli  Stub  l-.xhausl  Duels 


Charaeteiistirs 

Value 

Fnits 

Voiun,e 

2,  3  70,  000 

eu  ft 

Gore  length 

2(i0 

ft 

L 

0.  15 

- 

Film  thicicncss 

o 

o 

o 

in 

Number  of  gores 

(i7 

- 

Number  of  duets  (valving) 

2 

- 

Duel  area  (valving) 

25 

sq  ft 

Nunibei-  of  I'xliausl  duets 

2 

- 

Exhaust  duet  area 

30 

sq  ft 

Fppei-  exhaust  duet 

70.  5 

ft 

Eower  exhaust  duef 

ii7.  5 

ft 

Table  4.  Tiint'-Altitude  Syst<>ni  Response  of  Flight  n7!t-32 


Time 

(local) 

Altitude 

(ft) 

Time 

(local) 

.Mt  itude 
(ft) 

8:40:  8 

98932 

8:53:13 

95887 

8:48:25 

98759 

8:53:30 

95887 

8:48:42 

98371 

8:53:47 

959  It; 

8:48:59 

98170 

8:54:  4 

05815 

8:47:18 

97854 

8:54:21 

95873 

8:47:33 

97839 

8:54:38 

95772 

8:47:50 

97380 

8:54: 55 

9  5858 

8:48:  7 

97194 

8:55:12 

9  5873 

8:48:24 

Di;935 

8:55:29 

9  5873 

8:48:41 

98792 

8:55:48 

95901 

8:48:58 

98805 

8:58:  3 

9  57  88 

8:49:15 

98834 

8:58:20 

95729 

9:49:32 

98834 

8:5*1:37 

95729 

8:49:49 

98834 

8:58:54 

9  5843 

8:50;  8 

98805 

8: 57: 11 

95514 

8:50:23 

08533 

8:57:28 

9  5528 

8:50:40 

98481 

8:57:4  5 

9  5485 

8:50:57 

98303 

8:58:  2 

!'5470 

8:51:14 

98303 

8:58:19 

n  .74 ")() 

8:51:31 

OlilliO 

8:.)8:3(i 

14 

8:51:48 

98131 

8:58:.)3 

95470 

8:52:  5 

98074 

8:59:10 

9  5470 

8:52:22 

9i;002 

8:59:27 

n74i‘n 

8:52:39 

98002 

8:59:44 

i^.74  ■)*' 

8:52:58 

95901 

9:  0:  1 

n  --jcjof) 

Table  5.  Time-Altitude  System  Response  of  Flight  H79-34 
The  asterisk  at  the  time  entry  9:09:00  indicates  the  time 
when  the  second  duct  was  opened 


Time 

(local) 

Altitude 

(ft) 

Time 

(local) 

Altitude 

(ft) 

8:58:41 

98888 

9:13:15 

9(i578 

8:58:58 

98917 

9:13:32 

98490 

8:59:15 

98903 

9:13:49 

9i;47(; 

8:59:32 

98874 

9:14:  8 

98447 

8:59:49 

98874 

9:14:23 

98490 

9:  0:  fi 

98(iUi 

9:14:40 

9  84  8 1 

9:  0:23 

98488 

9:14:57 

98375 

9:  0:57 

98099 

9:15:14 

98404 

9:  1:14 

97998 

9:15:31 

9  8375 

9:  1:,3  1 

97928 

9:15:48 

98390 

9:  2:  5 

97810 

9:18:  5 

9(5404 

9:  2:23 

97582 

9:18:22 

98381 

9:  2:58 

98984 

9:18:39 

98375 

9:  3:48 

97452 

9:18:58 

983  90 

9:  8:  3 

97251 

9:17:13 

98332 

9:  8:20 

97151 

9:17:30 

98332 

9:  7:  0 

97050 

9:17:47 

98390 

9;  7:18 

97050 

9:18:  4 

98375 

9:  7:35 

97079 

9:18:21 

9  8318 

9:  7:52 

98978 

9:18:55 

98318 

9:  8:  9 

98993 

9:19:12 

96318 

9:  8:2(1 

9(1978 

9:19:29 

9824(5 

9;  8:43 

98984 

9:19:48 

98131 

"  9: 

98935 

9:20:  3 

96088 

9;  9:17 

98950 

9:20:20 

96031 

0:  9:34 

98907 

9:20:37 

98002 

9:  9:51 

98892 

9:20:54 

98031 

9:10:  8 

98808 

9:21:11 

96002 

9:10:25 

98749 

9:21:28 

98059 

9:10:42 

98882 

9:21:45 

98031 

9:10:59 

98877 

9:22:  2 

96045 

9:11:18 

98834 

9:22:19 

96018 

9:11:33 

9(i591 

9:22:38 

98018 

9:11:50 

9lir)05 

9:22:53 

98074 

9:12:  7 

98591 

9:23:10 

98018 

9:12:24 

98819 

9:23:27 

98002 

9:12:41 

98447 

9:23:44 

98031 

9:12:58 

98548 

9:24:  1 

9578(5 

To  eliminate  its  entrapment  on  the  next  series  of  balloons  designed  to  test  the 
descent  method,  the  inlet  duct,  after  being  equipped  with  its  squib-operated  line 
cutter,  was  inverted  upward  for  its  entire  length  into  the  balloon  envelope.  In  this 
manner,  the  duct  would  be  held  during  ascent,  first  by  the  undeployed  film  and 
then  by  the  subpressure,  until  the  conical  cage  of  load  tapes  radiating  from  the 
base  end-fitting  was  positioned  and  fully  tensioned.  The  duct,  it  was  hoped,  could 
not  then  be  pinched  off  or  held  by  the  cage  of  rigid  tapes. 

In  addition  to  the  aforementioned  change,  both  the  height  and  construction  of 
the  exhaust  ducts  were  changed.  The  lower  exhaust  duct  was  constructed  as  a 
"horse  tail"  type  (see  Figure  3)  with  its  envelope  wall  opening  centered  fi7.  5  ft  up 
the  gore  from  the  base  end  fitting.  The  upper  exhaust  duct  was  constructed  as  a 
standard  attached  duct,  entering  the  envelope  100.  7  ft  up  from  the  base  end  fitting. 
Where  the  outlet  of  the  lower  duct  was  fixed  at  a  height  6  ft  below  its  envelope  entry 
point,  the  outlet  of  the  upper  duct  could  be  set  just  before  balloon  inflation  at  any 
distance  between  GG.  5  ft  and  90.  5  ft,  measured  along  the  gore  from  the  base  end 
fitting.  (See  Figure  4.) 

The  first  of  two  redesigned  balloons  was  launched  as  flight  number  H80-05  at 
1401Z  on  2  February  1980.  The  upper  duct,  "  ith  its  outlet  located  77  feet  up  from 
the  base  end  fitting,  was  activated  at  1G09:30Z:  G  minutes  later  the  balloon  started 
its  descent  from  98,  602  ft.  After  an  irregular  descent  for  10  minutes,  the  system 
started  to  float  at  95,  352  ft.  For  practical  purposes,  the  experiment  had  failed. 

The  up-camera  film  confirmed  the  suspicion  that  the  base  inlet  duct  had  once 
again  failed  to  open.  At  that  time  it  was  decided  to  eliminate  the  engineering 
problem— inlet  duct  design  to  prevent  entrapment.  The  flight  preparation  plan  for 
unit  number  two  was  thus  amended  to  include  removal  of  the  inlet  duct,  thereby 
creating  an  open  base  balloon.  The  modification  was  effected  with  no  difficulty, 
and  the  balloon  was  launched  as  flight  1180-07  on  5  February  1980  at  1344Z.  As  the 
balloon  ascended  and  filled  out,  its  nadir  cone  angle  increased  to  the  extent  that  the 
opening  in  the  base  became  a  free  passage  between  the  balloon  interior  and  the 
atmosphere.  At  that  time  air  ingestion  resulting  from  subpressurixation  began  to 
influence  the  ascent  rate.  Ascent  rate  data,  in  feet  per  minute,  taken  over  succes¬ 
sive  intervals  (20-min)  between  45,  000  ft  and  float  altitude  were,  780,  700,  (iOO, 

360  and  195,  behavior  not  common  to  conventional  closed-base  balloons. 

At  1702Z,  with  the  balloon  system  floating  at  99,  366  ft,  the  experiment  was 
initiated.  It  was  more  than  6  minutes  before  any  trend  was  discernible,  even 
though  the  second  (lower)  exhaust  duct  had  been  opened  at  1705Z.  At  1725Z  the 
system  entered  a  5-min  float  at  94,  919  ft  and  subsequently  dropped  to  94,  516  ft  at 
1732:307,  where  it  remained  for  about  4.  5  min.  At  that  time  the  performance 

The  open  base  balloon,  unusual  today,  was  commonplace  in  the  early  1950's  before 
the  invention  of  the  ascent  valving  duct. 


suggested  that  the  thermodynamics  of  the  ingested  air  was  probably  the  dominating 
factor,  and  that  the  purpose  of  the  descent  system  could  not  be  accomplished. 

According  to  a  contingency  plan,  the  apex  valve  was  latched  open  at  1737Z  to 
gather  data  on  system  response  to  valving  under  the  uniquely  different  situation 
provided  by  an  open-base  balloon.  The  valve  was  held  open  for  23  min,  during 
which  time  the  system  descended  slightly  more  than  4,  fiOO  ft.  The  descent  rate 
at  the  time  of  termination,  180(5Z,  was  little  more  than  the  200  ft  per  min  experi¬ 
enced  during  the  valving  exercise. 

The  final  useful  information  was  provided  by  vertically  oriented  flight  cameras. 
The  relative  contrast  in  the  appearance  of  the  open  base  on  this  flight  left  no  doubt 
that  the  inlet  ducts  on  the  previous  flights  were  in  fact  closed.  Although  the  outlet 
ends  of  the  exhaust  ducts  were  not  visible  due  to  sunlight  reflecting  from  the  balloon, 
the  overpressure  relief  ducts  were  quite  distinct.  Full  when  the  experiment  was 
started,  the  relief  ducts  gradually  collapsed  as  the  zero  pressure  differential  plane 
moved  from  the  plane  of  the  base  opening  to  the  plane  of  the  outlets  of  the  exhaust 
ducts.  From  a  mechanical  standpoint,  the  modified  system  worked  as  designed. 


6.  CONCLUSIONS 

The  indisputable  result  of  this  study  is  that  there  still  exists  no  technique  to 
initiate  balloon  system  descent  from  high  altitudes:  descent  at  rates  that  are  pre¬ 
dictable,  controllable  and,  within  physical  lim itatio!is,  instantaneously  achievable. 

It  is  essential  to  remember  that  the  loss  of  lifting  gas  is  not,  in  itself,  sufficient 
to  cfff’ct  descent.  The  necessary  and  sufficient  condition  is  that  the  weight  of  air 
displaced  by  the  system  be  less  than  the  gross  weight  of  the  system.  Thus,  the 
requii'ement  that  the  desired  descent  rate  be,  for  practical  purposes,  instantaneously 
achievable  means  that  either  the  gross  weight  of  the  system  or  the  "effective  volume" 
of  th('  balloon  be  instantaneously  alterable. 

The  results  of  flight  1180-7  indicate  thal  the  "effective  volume"  was  not  dramat¬ 
ically  oi-  significantly  altered.  If  th('  air  ingested  inUi  the  base  cone  had  followed 
the  ambient  teni[>erature,  the  "effective  volume"  of  the  balh'on  would  have  been 
reduced  liy  the  voluu'.e  i-f  the  cone  and  the  buoyant  hu'ce  would  havt-  been  diniimshed 
proportionately.  The  performance  indicated  that  the  ingested  air  remained  at  or 
abovi-  the  integr  ated  average  ttmiperature  of  its  original  level(s)  as  the  balloon 
"sank"  into  a  colder,  dense;-  i-nvi ronment.  This  behavior  was  no  doubt  influeneed  by 
the  warming  tif  the  air  as  it  compi-essed  dui’ing  the  descent. 

Flight  1180-7  proved  that  it  is  not  practical  to  use  air-  ingt'Slion  to  effect  a  free 
lifting  gas  surface  at  the  nadir  and  thereby  to  achieve  a  desii-ed  discliargi'  \'elocily 
whirl!  is  propo I’t iona  1  to  the  square  r'oot  of  the  velocity  head. 
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7.  THE  NEXT  STEPS 

An  "effective  free  surface"  at  the  nadir  is  theoretically  attainable  by  having 
the  conical  surface  detached  from  the  load  tapes  for  the  length  of  its  slant  height. 

This  would  allow  the  cone  envelope  material  to  (so  to  speak)  "  float"  upward  as  the 
gas  flows  out.  Thereby  the  balloon's  shape  and  volume  would  be  changed,  and  the 
formation  of  a  subpressure  region  would  be  avoided.  However,  when  the  system 
passed  below  the  altitude  at  which  the  cone  would  be  exhausted,  the  envelope  would 
be  drawn  upward  by  the  recompression  of  the  remaining  lifting  gas,  and  would  be 
blown  upward  and  inward  by  descent  ram  air  pressure.  The  resulting  forces  would 
probably  be  sufficient  to  cause  the  balloon  envelope  to  rupture  at  its  juncture  with 
the  detached  conical  surface. 

If  w'e  assume  (but  not  necessarily  concede)  that  achievement  of  a  "free  surface" 
at  the  nadir  is  not  practical,  we  face  the  problem  that  an  unforced  exhausting  proc¬ 
ess  must  work  against  a  developing  subpressure  region.  The  initial  response  of 
the  balloon  system  on  flight  1179-32  supplied  evidence  of  the  kind  of  response  that 
might  he  expected  with  such  a  system. 

U'hen  evaluated  in  eonjunetion  with  the  motion  picture  film,  uhieh  showed  the 
upward  progress  of  the  level  of  zero  pressure  differential,  the  resultant  descent 
rates  ftm  flight  1179-32  force  the  <-onclusion  that  some  air  w'as  ingested.  Specifirally, 
the  final  position  of  the  lev<  1  of  zero  pressure  differential  assures  that  the  final  re¬ 
lative  location  of  the  outlet  of  the  exhaust  duet  was  in  the  sub-pi-essure  region. 
Although  the  film  provided  no  proof  that  .air  iv.as  ingested,  i1  likewise  provided  no 
proof  that  air  was  nijt  ingested.  T'inally,  the  drop  off  of  th('  descent  I'ate  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  behavior  of  .such  a  system  after  having  ingested  air. 

The  pi'ineipal  unanswered  question  with  rarspoci  to  performance  of  the  latter 
type  of  system  is  then:  what  is  the.  relationship  between  the  volume  of  inflatant 
I  xhausted  and  the  U'ngth  of  are  befwc'cn  th<'  nadii'  and  the  location  of  the  zero  differ¬ 
ential  pressure'  level'’  The  performance  of  flight  1179-32  suggi'Sts  that  the  relation¬ 
ship  shown  in  T'igure  5  is  not  uniqui-  and  that  Ihei-e  are  other  equally  valid  relation¬ 
ships  between  the  dimensionless  .'ire  length,  S|^,  and  the  fractional  fullness.  Weri' 
tins  not  So,  the  zero  pressure  diffeis'nlial  level  could  not  have  moved  as  liigli  .as  it 
'iii.l.  The  non-uniqueness  of  the  relationship  is  further  suggested  by  the  perfornmnee 
r.f  S'  Oie  bailoons  tlu.t,  wlien  rising  rapidly,  failed  to  level  off  .if  altitudi'S  consistetit 
.vilii  their  alti  i  er|  duet  lengths:  the  actual  rn'rformances  were,  hi'Wever,  consistent 
n'r’:  a  ! ‘dr,t .;islij|;  [lo'-'-i  it' ing  at  least  I o  valiH's  of  fractional  fullness  for  a  single 


Su<  t  '  ssful  dcveloiimer.t  .f  a  quick  lU  seent  system,  indepi'n-denf  of  the  need  both 
.  I  wifi-  :)io  a  <’■  a  omen' io;ied  .''el,'.' ionship  and  ‘e  conduct  validation  test  fliglifs. 
u'ol  i  ''  ■  oio  se  rest  upon  the  ability  to  prevent  .air  ingestion  vitli  its  attendant 


adverse  lluM-modynumu-  effi'rts.  l-'urther,  since  it  is  the  Inration  ef  the  exhaust 
duct  outlet  that  controls  the  lift  loss  rate"  and  amount,  thei-e  are  aflvantage.s  to  be 
gained  by  having  the  duct's  opening  met'hanism  (assumt'd  to  be  a  line  and  line 
cutter)  located  at  or  near  the  balloon  wall  opening  (the  duct  inlet).  One  advantage 
is  that  the  installation  can  be  made  during  the  balloon  manufacturing  [jrocess  i-ather 
than  during  halloon  launch  preparation:  thereby  the  possibility  of  damage  to  the 
balloon  is  reduced.  A  second  advantage  is  that  the  ability  to  adiust  a  duct's  outlet 
location  is  not  compromisc'd  by  this  design.  It  is,  therefore,  recrinnnended  that 
this  design  feature  be  used  for  similar  balloon  duct  applications  in  the  futuri-. 

A  pertinen*  fact  evidenced  by  these  flights  (except  lU!0-07)  is  that  the  ducts 
collapsed,  meaning  that  the  lifting  gas  that  had  been  ii>  thetr  .'.as  I'xliausted  back 
through  the  balloon  as  it  must  also  be  when  using  an  apex  valve.  This  phenomenon 
with  respect  to  valving  has  not  been  reported  in  the  litei-alure  and  has  implications 
with  respect  to  normal  apex  valving  as  well  as  to  the  quick  descent  problem. 

8.  SIPPLEMENTARY  RE.'^DETS 

Two  additional  bits  of  information  are  worth  <locumenting.  ( )ne  was  the  result 
of  an  accident  and  the  other  was  obtained  as  a  by-product  related  to  the  balloon 
shape  selected  for  the  flight  test  units. 

In  1972,  due  to  repeated  problems  'with  <'ntanglesnent  of  the  internal  apex 
portion  of  the  bttlloon  destruct  line  system,  the  author  designed  a  webbed  variation 
based  on  the  principle  that  webs  and  ribbons  have  a  natural  anlisnarling  t('ndenry 
not  common  to  lines,  cables,  or  strings.  The  system  was  proved  to  he  reliable  and 
is  now  used  routinely  on  Air  Korea'  balloons.  Such  a  webbed  system  was  installed 
improper  ly  in  the  balloon  used  on  flight  IlSO-O.a. 

The  misloeatifin  of  the  destruct  buttons  on  the  balloon  list'd  for-  flight  ll80-0'i 
caused  the  I'ip  panels  to  be  severt-lv  loaded  rlui'ing  inflation.  Subst'quently,  w  lien 
the  ballot'n  was  rclca.sed  from  Ihi-  launch  (ilatftu'm,  the  buttons  '.vere  dynamically 
lo.'idi'fl  to  till'  exti  nt  that  one  button  was  ri|ipc'd  fitmi  fhi'  balloon  wall,  leaving  ,a 
holt,  appr'oximnti  ly  4  sq  in  in  area  rind  20  ft  ratlially  outward  fi'oi'i  th''  apex  fitting'. 
Surpr  isingly,  the  hoh-  ilid  iic  l  [ir-opagatc  .and  did  not  diS'-cr-iiihly  affi'ct  flight  per- 
fo :  '  I  a  nec .  .'An  ‘  xf  la  an dy  p<  .-I’u.s  [licci  ■  of  ki  m  pa  k,  u.scd  I  ■■ '  cove  i  hr  •  hut  t  on,  d  i'  1 
I'cm.ain  '.•.'f  tlu-  hole  .-rnrl,  r-vi'lcntlv,  lin.itr-tl  the  errS  lo.ss. 

I’,  rliap.-.  thr-  i  ntci’csi  ing  fitirling  i-t-.siill  cr)  from  thr'  i  nt  r 'nt  i ,  ai.d  usr'  o''., 

hallir.n  .aii.a;)'  h -.s  i  (gncrl  !t.  .a  cr-.  ,ni  m  ir|:r  t  r  payload.',  hr'avit'i-  than  those  flown  .'ti 

I(7''-j'),  HHO-O.'i,  ll[{i'7-07.  ,'\.s  a  consctpir'ii.  a-,  th'  hall,  .oils  (in  fiel.r) 

tended  ft.'.v.aid  high'  e  than  design  rlegr-r-es  of  ol-.latr-nes.s,  <  ha  rai  I '■  ri  .’cri  by  full 
O'  'i.l'  ■  r  e  ail  of  1  ho  r  i  r.  lie:  fereni  i.'r  1  i.a  ! .  I'h  !;,  ful  In'':..-'  U  :  ,  '1 :  h  -  .al  i  ■  1  t  i  -  i  fl  ;  ulrl 


■illati.  .as 


r.H' r  f.  I rina:!i'( ■  u.  flic  cxtcni.  Uial  llic  :!iii|)I il  lkIcs  .,f  ti'ii- 

ing  rii.ai  f-titi  y)  w!-!--  ri<iliccaliiy  lnwcr  (hnn  u.sual,  a.  i  .  .niitig  t.;  th.-  Cliglit 
motooi'oUigist. 

Il  i.s  f lu'i' •  : /fd  thr.!  a  .si gai fi .'-a.nf  la -lit ribuiiit  to  the  ii'  i’iii  illy  ■  ihKf- r  "'i  il  .-i.si  iHa- 
a  i ;  :[)1 ;  1  u.i-  is  ill.'  "  |),  .ti'i;!  ial  '.iiluaif'  iiiaclc  v  p;.  c:,.  .  i.  f.  n  i.ilal 

y 

aiaU‘;'i:’'l .  It  has  bci‘n  'lie  ntat'l  i'S',  since  the  dcv'cluju'icnt  ..f  the  nalt;:.'  t>ha|)c, 

Lt  design  the  balliipn  .shai'e  fpi-  tiie  niiniinuni  jiaylna'l  and  to  <lesign  the  hailoon  lo.-id 

.-a  "iietnre  fip'  the  niaximnn;  payload.  This  (iroetiee  was  initiated  to  " I heoretirally" 
o 

guaianlee'  that  thi*  li  I'l-nni  fei-eiit  ia  1  stness  would  be  zei-o  ovei-  the  entire  design 
payload  rangi  .  ('onsi'i|nenee.s  of  this  are  exet-ss  e i rcum fe rent  ial  material  and 
deficient  \-ohmii'  at  anv  p.avload  greater  than  the  design  inininiuni.' 

Such  oscillations  havi-  been  a  continuing  eone(>i'n  to  those  studying  the  V'erlieal 
motions  of  /ei'o  pi  i  ssur  e  l)alloons  (see  Keferenees  10  and  11  for  early  examples). 

It  is  believi'd  tliat  ;i  proper  balloon  shape  (as  in  this  .study)  will  eliminate  volumetrie 
changes  ttiat  tend  to  mask  thermodynaniie  and  tierodynamir  influences  on  vertical 
mcitions  at  "float"  altitude. 


"  hxeess  ci  reum  fe rential  material"  metins  envelope  material,  at  all  levels,  in 
excess  of  tile  local  balloon  eireumft'renre.  "Deficient  volume"  means  that  the 
■aehievnlile  full  vadunu'  is  less  than  the  f.ahrieated  maximum  Italloon  volume. 

ti.  D'.'.yer,  J.T,  (1070)  /,<m'o  pr<'ssure  balloon  shapes,  ii;ist,  present  and  futuri', 
i n  Proceedings,  Syniposiuiii  on  the  Seientifie  I’.se  of  Italloons  ((.'(t.SPAH 

1  "fW. 

llicich,  H.fl.  {lP<i3)  An  Invest  it^af  ion  ]^aIlitons  ^»r  Sli.-itn-s  Which 

■Af*'  \'’t  i{<ttan(tnnnv  Svnimf‘trio.  (‘(•liinibin  I  r.i\ •  w  sit  ,  I'iiinl  Ib'piW't, 

C  unt  i  nrt  No.  Nonr 

10.  Ni.shi'i a:  c.'i,  J.  rtiifl  fli  r(.).s:iu  H.  (lO'il')  ( )?t  tfn-  met  h;<ni.sni  t-P  llu- 

pKi.-'tH  io  oT  Ibiijhth  In- <  rnat  inn  Syrnj)fKsiun'i  on 

■Sp'H  *'  I  lb 'O y  -'Oifi  .S<  r.ikvo,  pp.  1  1  .’>7  -  1  1  0  1  . 

!!.  (I'Ti'i)  10  Altitiitlv 

1  *1  I  --t  I '  I  l:i  I  !m  IMS,  V‘>h;!:i*-  I  iiiv.  nP  M  oricSi'Pi,  (  i  .iit  ?‘;ul  No.  N(  Nil- 
TK'Oin.  Sfctio;]  VI. 
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Appendix  A 

Notes  on  Flight  C72-21 


The  record-setting  performance  of  balloon  flight  C72-21,  using  a  balloon 
47.  8  million  cu  ft  in  volume,  was  rnade  possible  by  the  development  of  a  truly 
balloon-grade  polyethylene  film,  0.00035  in.  thick.  This  development  took  place 
under  Air  Force  contract  number  F19(>28-71-C'-0042  with  Winzen  Research, 
Incorporated.  Film  suitability  was  determined  under  a  subcontract  performed  by 
Dr.  Harold  Alexander  and  Mr.  Dan  Weissmann  at  an  Air  Force  contract  test 
laboratory  at  Stevens  Institute  of  Technology,  Hoboken,  .\ew  Jersey. 

The  conclusion  of  the  unpublished  subcontract  report  on  uniaxial  and  biaxial 
testing  of  the  film  is  transcribed  below. 

"This  0.  35  mil  StratoFilm  was  found  to  be  superior  to  all 
previous  StratoFilms,  except  for  its  I'oom  tempc'i'aturc  ('longa- 
tion  and  its  ci-eep  strength  at  high  tempei-aturi'S.  As  a  balloon 
film  it  will  probably  perform  excellently  at  cold  temperatures. 

Tropopausc  failures  should  not  he  a  problem.  It  will,  however 
be  very  sensitive  to  overloading  at  launch.  A  long  hold,  uhib- 
inflated  at  high  launch  temperatures  could  bt'  fatal  to  a  balhu'n 
<if  this  material.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  authors  that,  if  that 
eventuality  is  prevented,  a  balloon  fabricated  of  this  material 
could  bi'  flown  successfully,  bai'ring  design  and  fabrication 
faults. " 

rhe  significance  of  this  dcvelnpmcnt  can  be  seen  in  the  liistDcical  trends 
repfarted  earlier'^  ^  and  here  rcpresenled  as  Figure  Al. 

Al.  Dwyer',  J.F.  (1979)  Requii-ed,  a  new  /(-ro  pr'cssura  ballonn  shapi',  in  Proceed  - 
ings,  Tenth  A  FG  I ,  Scientific  Balloon  Svmposiuin,  21  August  to  23  August 
1978,  AFGI.-TI{-79-00:>3.  Al)  .\07^1-18^.  pp  li;5'-170. 
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f'igui'c  Al.  Histdi'ical  'rta'tlds.  These  loijislie  eur\-es  b< 
fit  the  fi.'ila  points  and  affoed  a  dc-tji-ee  of  teehnology  foi'i'- 
c-.'isl  ;iV)il  It  V 


Appendix  B 

The  Simplified  Parachute-Shape  Model 

Figure  B1  shows  the  essential  features  of  the  simplified  parachute  shape  model 
created  to  approximate  the  shape  of  a  balloon  with  ingested  air  in  a  layer  below  its 
inflation  gas.  There  are  two  principal  invariants  that  fix  the  shape.  First,  there 

Sl< 

is  the  assumed  generator  shape  with  its  nadir  located  at  the  origin  of  the  indicated 
r-x  coordinate  system.  Second,  there  is  the  co-axial  cone  of  ingested  air,  tangent 
to  the  generator  shape  in  the  plane  of  the  air-inflation  gas  interface. 

l.et  a  and  S  be  the  gore  lengths  of  the  generator  shape  and  full  size  model  re- 
spectiv'ely.  Further,  let  each  be  comprised  of  two  complementary  segments 
and  (Tg  and  Sj^  and  S2  respectively,  the  lower  subscripted  v'ariables  being  the  lengths 
below  the  air-inflation  gas  interface  plane.  Clearly  and  S.,  are  identical  and 
is  the  slant  height  of  the  air-filled  conical  volume.  Finally,  let  a  bar  over  any 
g(  <  iinet  rienl  dimension  indicate  non-dimensionalizntion  with  respect  to  n  being 
equal  to  1  or  .'1  depending  on  wheth('r  the  variabb'  is  a  length  or  volume. 

I’lie  .'li  r-inflation  gas  inter-face  plane  divides  the  generator  shape  volume, 
into  an  uppr-i-  and  a  lower  volume,  V.,  and  Vj  re.sireotively,  and  establishes  T  such 
that  tin-  variables  n.,.  Vp  V.^,  and  H  are  uniquely  determined.  Theta, 

the  cone  angle,  is  the  tangent  angle  in  the  plane  of  the  generator  shape  axis  of  sym¬ 
metry  measured  at  the  so-called  interface  plane. 

The  genr-rator  shape  used  for  the  predictive  portion  of  this  study  corresponded  to 
an  I  psrrn  natural  shape  (i;  0.  la).  This  value  was  selected  to  correspi'nd  to  the 

manufaefured  te.st  balloon  shapes. 


Figure  Bl.  Essential  Features  of  the  Simplified  Parachute  Shape  Model 

From  Figure  Bl  it  is  clear  that; 

Sj^  =  F/sin  0 

and,  since  02  and  S2  are  identical, 

S  =  o’2  +  r^/sin  0  , 

yielding: 


a  =  S/(ap  +  r/sin  0) 


Taking  the  cube  of  both  sides  of  Eq.  (B3)  and  multiplying  by  (where 

V  is  the  maximum  volume  of  the  full  size  balloon),  we  obtain  the  fractional 
max  » 

fullness  (V2/V^^^)  as 

(V2/Vmax^  =  (l/’V)(V2)/<02  +  r/sin  0)^  ,  (B4) 

where: 

_  3 

V  =  V  /S  =  constant  for  the  specified  E  , 
max' 

Now,  since  z"  has  a  maximum  value,  fo*"  Ihe  given  generator  shape,  the 

depth  of  the  inflation  gas,  d^,  is  also  uniquely  determined  by; 


d  =  a(Z  ’  -  1) 

o  max 


(B5) 


Finally,  for  a  given  (the  location  of  the  exhaust  duct  with  respect  to  its  dis¬ 
tance  down  the  gore  from  the  theoretical  apex),  the  geometry  of  the  constant  gen¬ 
erator  shape  allows  one  to  use  the  non-dimcnsionalized  position  to  solve  for  the 
vertical  separation,  d^^,  between  the  generator  shape  nadir  and  the  horizontal  plane 
of  the  exhaust  duct.  One  can  now  solve  for  the  head  of  gas,  h,  effecting  the  flow 
through  the  exhaust  duct  as 


h  =  d  -  d  .  (B6) 

o 

Based  on  the  unique  relationship  between  F  and  "z  (or  the  given  generator  shape 
and  from  the  foregoing,  it  is  seen  that  the  model  provides  a  unique  relationship 
between  the  depth  of  the  inflation  gas  and  the  fractional  fullness  of  the  balloon 
(independent  of  balloon  size  and  shape),  and  further  allows  for  the  determination  of 
the  gas  head. 

The  diameter  and  exposed  surface  area  can  likewise  be  determined  for  the 

consideration  of  aerodynamic  and  thermodynamic  effects. 

Mathematical  representation  of  the  model  (Figure  B2)  relating  z"  to  ^2/!^^^^^ 

required  the  use  of  the  eleven  functions  described  in  Table  Bl.  The  useful  range 

of  each  function  was  selected  to  minimize  the  relative  error  in  the  computation  of  F. 

In  the  computation  process,  the  proper  function  is  determined  by  comparison  of  the 

input  value  of  Vr,/V  with  the  sequentially  smaller  values  of  the  lower  limit  of 
z'  max 

^ 2^^^ m^-x.  each  succeeding  segment. 

Table  B2  lists  the  power  series  coefficients  for  computing  0  (degrees),  F,  and 
as  functions  of  z  and  for  computing  d^  as  a  function  of  Og,  where: 
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FT’NCTION 

QT;ADi?A'iIC* 

LINEAR 

LINEAR 

LIMIT 

0. 999685 

0. 998704865 

0.  996376 

AO 

1.  00000000003E+00 

I.  34753203873E+0i 

5.  70116i44770E^  00 

Al 

-5. 3390U188560E-C3 

-1.  34.53 i5O4373E+0i 

“D,  6GS90o443  141'! ;  00 

A2 

-2. 4fi383176955E-01 

FUNCTION 

LINEAR 

POWER 

QUADRATIC 

LIMIT 

0. 99216 

0.  963 

0. 83035916 

AO 

3. 17395699766E+00 

1. 57355741497E+01 

9,  24723778760E-01 

Al 

-3. 1325C803076E+00 

-6. 76591645350E+01 

1. 83075490637E+00 

A2 

9.  06791946390E+01 

-1. 38588229434E+01 

A3 

-3. 87067763930E+01 

FUNCTION 

POWER 

LINEAR 

POWER 

LIMIT 

0.488 

0. 27218 

0. 0508769 

AO 

3. 10918051082E-01 

3.40858423189E-01 

3. 62984275075E-01 

Al 

2.  7740r,825360E-01 

-1.  84925216085E'01 

-4.37916794366E-01 

A2 

-2.  63309861357E+00 

1. 02361964207E+00 

A3 

7.40613248360E+00 

-1. 44464774489E+00 

A4 

-1. 10644856995E+01 

A5 

8, 48105265334E+00 

A6 

-2. 69143362928E+00 

FUNCTION 

QUADRATIC 

LINEAR 

LIMIT 

0.00524869 

0. 00015 

AO 

5.  33921340740E+00 

3.  83179458027E-01 

Al 

-2. 81122836054E+01 

-2. 58720408811E+00 

A2 

3. 70145051127E+01 

The  coefficients  AO,  Al,  and  A2  correspond  to  the  usual  C,  B,  and  A  in  the  quad¬ 
ratic  formula,  and  the  sign  of  the  radical  is  negative.  The  numerical  index  of  the 
linear  and  power  series  coefficients  corresponds  to  the  exponent  of  the  independent 
variable. 
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Table  B2.  Power  Series  Coefficients  for  Equations 
Defining  Certain  Relationships  Between  Elements  of 
the  Simplified  Parachute  Shape  Model 


Relationship 

Coefficients 

AO 

56.  151674 

A1 

36. 869415 

A2 

-863. 384153 

0  =  f(z) 

A3 

4340. 60078 

A4 

-23751. 1652 

A5 

60663. 6084 

A6 

-55452. 3401 

AO 

0.  00012929 

A1 

1.  491118 

A2 

0.  89926756885 

r  =  f(z) 

A3 

-12.4916446722 

A4 

15.  759250787 

A5 

10.  1738213142 

Af) 

-26.  2026060888 

AO 

0.  000128 

A1 

1.  791098667 

A2 

0.  901115015 

a,  =  f(z) 

A3 

-12. 382923389 

A4 

23. 701897323 

A5 

-8. 8057025141 

Afi 

-8. 2295252039 

AO 

0. 

A1 

0. 550552495986 

A2 

-0. 011969020353 

di  =  fi^g) 

A3 

0.30392629417 

A4 

0. 20603025668 

A5 

3.  13781572 

A6 

-4. 61057125867 

